THE HiMANI GENERIS AND ITS PREDECESSORS 

On Dee. & 1864, Tope Pins PN isatted Jkis fanuars eney 
Quenia cure, and sent it, together with lis frrersin 
aries he had proscribed) sil ¢ 
mie Catholic cpiecsasste 


Ten 


yy, ob 
chested 


listing of the doctrinal vag 
in earher apostolic pronouncentents, 1 
throughout the world. After an intervad af about tort: 
another pontifiea) document, the ecyeboal Pusecud! dewsis 
gregis, was wrilten by Pope Pins X to unntask al te destroy the 
inaccurate teachings on the subject of refigion Mut were cur 
at that time. Four meaths ago, again alter the spare uf abet 
forty-three years, the present Holy Father siguiecd his cneyetcal 
ffusnaut generis, a document in which severat dangersus coalent 
porary errors have been denounced and correvtect. 

*, Obviously the world of Catholic scholarship is very neieli ine 
terested in the fini generis, and its interest is fac more ihan 
merely academic, In this encyctical the Holy Jfaiher lay vharged 
“the Bishops and the Superiors General of Comiuuuities, bauting 
them most seriously in conscience, to take most diligent care that 
such opinions fas those condemned in this document] be aot ad- 
vaticed in schools, in conference, or in writings af any kind, and 
that they be not taught in any manner whatsoever to the clergy ur 
the faithful." He has likewise warned “the teachers in eevlesiasti- 
cal wistitutions’” that they must “he aware that they cannot with 
tranquil conscience exercise the office of teaching entrusted 10 
them, unless in the instruction of their studedats they religinusly 
accept and exactly observe” the norns set farth in this letter" 
The profound interest in the Humant generis pviniesiel i our 
land constitutes an indication thar, the Holy Father's comman:'s 
are heing obeyed wholeheartedly. 4 


There is much tu be learned about the content aud the = 
the Ffaimant geacris by looking at it in the light or against the 
grounl of the Quant cee and the Pasceadé daatater reais. “Vhe 
three poritifical letters have certain common characteristics, Never- 
theless each one of thent is dominated by individual elements ane 
concems, calculated to resolve the religious difficulties ancl errors 


1tn the NCIC translation (Washington, 1950), n, 41. 
2 ibid, n. 42. 
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“prevalent in the particulie situation tevards which ewh des heen 

directed. 43 a resull, an will of tbe Sram genes 
agaiust the backgroud of i vives edotinegts cil) serve te 
show that scine oF the erruy: ier 


dave Leen evils affecting Cacleates ubang hit cul tevehings ive 
Uctinitely the predicts af our cavts 


deplered by the presevt Ptdy 
r nutel: 


of the century, while sihers ere 
generation. 
Inthe Quasi eure Vope Pus $N ports te che tact tac, dia 


the course of his reigi as Severcigu Volt, ie has jallaywe:d the 
vessers aud das ina Limes 


pore 


example set by his illastrisc. j 
ronsisterin) sllocuiiens, anei iu 


“ig several published ferters, iy 
is cuneenried the Gutstandineg ers oF 


thes the: (uetuiu cebu itself as 


Many Other ceuimiaiec 


our most unhappy age. 
adocument intended to stir up tha vigilance wi the Jiishops “te 
is Vial sprig up from these sane errors 


Iie deact 


tepreve other evil apizil 
as from their sonrees.7? ‘The releresices attached to the Syllabus 


which accompanied this cnevclical show that Pope Pius EX had 
“Gn mind no less than tlirty-leo of bis own documents which were 


devoted to the coudenimation cf errors currend at that time, There 
itions contained in the Sylebus. 


were no less than eighty prope 
They were divided under len different headings. 

There are same rather interesting parallels between the Sylabus 
and the Maawant generis. The present Holy Father denonaces the 
error of thase who try to explain all things in terms ef evotution, 
while the Syllabus designates as eondamnest the proposition har 
“divine revelation is imperfect atl therefore subject to continous 
and indefinite progress, which should correspond to the progress 
of hutnan reason’? “The ffimané geaevis attacks the uotion that 
the decrees of the visihle ruler af the Church militant are oppesed 


to the free progress of science, a coutention previously condenmed 
in the Syllabus.” Both documents likewise dissomienance the na- 
tion that the method ane the principtes cacuyitated hy the old 


scholastic teachers are inadequate fer the demands of nar lies 
and for the progress of svicice.* uth tkesise renraven] a bri 

STs the Libedlus Fded, cdited by Bernsil Gaudeau, $2. (Parts: Lvthiulleas, 
1897), 6. 618. 
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and evasive interpretation sf the teaching am the Cine 
sity Jur salvation.S aut both rejected the idea chat 
obligated ti assent only co then pcopugitiuis which 
las infaflibly defined as dogmas, as truths reseteel We tient as al 
part ut Cltvistian revelation ancl entraste) te the ooodee Lae 
guarded auc taught aafaltily abways.” 

Vie (jJuanhe cura charges the iver wit are spieiv: 
ism, sacialisian, and canamadsm, the three errors 4 
principally concerned, with steiving to bring aliens 
whith the “sihitary doctrine and force of tie © 
shauld be cutirely taken away Frou the craliting 
“Tt asserts that hese melivintiids ace der 


Chutel: 


of yuuth 
plitis, thete efforts and thetr activities te Cie task ot ds 
spirttuaiiy haciiig the young people. “Phe ffir 
Wise Comlains cua atcusatiuy thar the ercegeous teachin 
which it is directed tend to bring about spiritual hives especkuly 
mong the younger clergy? Tlus same eneyclical status that tte 
opinions it sets out te combat are actually betuy advaiced. “either 
openly or cavertly,” auc it credits these false teachings wilh a 
power to “entice the incautious.”!7 The preseui lies father's 
Ictrer, however, contains mo direct attack an the ilentions af the 
mien who are cupaged ic spreading the false teachings the /ferunuy 
yeneris sets out to oppose, Ut inerely asserts that these views ate 
being spread abroad in oar cay “through a desive for asveity or 
through a certain imwnoderate geal for the apostolate! “Uhe lhl 
Father takes cognizance of the fact chat these false teachings have 
heen taught bod apenly and covertly, but he fikewise shows chit 
in his opinton, these evils have not yet hae! stfficient dane ts become 


deeply reoted in Catholic society. 

Om these points it is qniite interesting ts compare thy ff tessa 
gencrts with the Pascendi daminich gregis, One af the test sirik- 
mg paragraphs in the present foly Kather's enevelical is ce care ia 
which he acenses the teachers of the opiniuns reprave 
ment of advocating their views in Gyo clifferent muiners, meder- 


SSytlaias, un. tS A; OR APIS, fo; Anant ovsrriv, a. 27, 
UCR Sylltas, i. 22, 2, 1722, Haemtear ceaceis. a. UR. 
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The corresponding (#sait; 
tailed and mich wire Iither, 
Mudernists, Pope Pius No adverterd te the lace that “fh se: 
froni the pulpet they disse theis doctrines, although pasaihly 


in tuterances which are veiled. Jn congresses they express their 
teachings more opeily., fn their social gatherings they intrecluwe 


ha 


‘them and commend tena tee othe 


of the Farman? generis that the 
1a cerkeia ether 


It is in keeping with dhe s 
present Holy Father ontits acy ermyplete paralle 
. passages in the Mascerdi, passives in whieh Pope Pins No spoke 
of certain procedures adapted hye the writers who upheld various 

sections of Modernistic teaching. Pope Vius X charged that the 

Modernistic authors Initer]y andl aajustly attacked the writers whe 

opposed them, or else surrouuided the persons and die works af 

these meu by a definite cunspiracy of silenee. He alsa chuimect that 
these men constitaled a gereup that was perpecaalh engaged in 


a 
s.! 


sé npan its members and svmpathiz 


showering the highest pi 
P MALNCUV Tes, 


Tt was his contention that, as a tesah of dl 
young, excited ancl confaserd ba ail this ekumer of grouse ancd 
some of them afraid of being branded as ignorant, ethers ambiticus 


raed, cand batt clisses geaded Internally hy 


Vhe 


sbucse. 


to rank anieaye the I 


WI fused generis, a. 13. 
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an 


curiosity and pride, not infrequently surreader and give tiene 
up to Modernism." 

Soine of that charge is actadliy repracduced ino the 
generis. Pope Pius XU sts as one class guilty of teaver g ery 
withia ute Charch, certain men “desirous of naive! i 


to be considered ignorant of receut scientific Ie 
charges these individuals, not with becoming Afoderinis. Lait win 
trying “'ta withdraw themselves frams the sacred teaching st 
ity," and declares that they “are accerctitgly ti claages of gr 


its then inte error.’ 2 
4 ‘Phe situation is 130. however, differed fram thet which esi 
fdrty-three years previcusty in one very meipertint respect “Vieve 
was nothing today to oblige the Holy Father to denauuce aavthing 
like the charts of opposition towards their adversaries and the mu- 
dual hymna of praise for their own lucubratious which Poze Pris N 
neted aud reprnved among the Moceriists during the firse ccade 
ot our century. ‘The ofl Modernists were geniuses, if not in the 
field of clerical studies, at least within the highly colorful province 
of advertising. Subsequent history has had to record how puweriul 
their efforts were along this line, despite the cari¢st aid repeater 
warnings hy Pope Pius XN. 7 

Although they were, of course, unable to pervert the Catholic 
faith itself, the enterprising writers of the Madernistic schol were 
spectacularly suceessiut i leaving a dughly distorted sand ever: 
optimistic pictare of themselves and of their moverueut in the 
minds of many Catholics. Among the comparatively few reputable 
Catholic writers who have dealt with the question of Mlodernisi 
during the past few decades, there has heen manifest an over- 
whelning sympathy with those members of the Church wher were 
in samc way involved in or sympathetic to the Modernistiy ineve- 
ment, but who were never in any immediate danger of leaving or 
of being expelled from the Chureih. And, whatever bitternuss they 
may lave shown towards such as Loisy and Tyrrell, it has heen 
notung in cumparison with the contempt they Mave nuniiystesd 
towards the men who criticized their conclusions in the Catholic 
press Lefore these teachings were condernned by the ecclesiastical 


1T Ibid. 19 Ibid 


1S ifumani geucris, n. 10, att fhid, 
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authority. “Cus, ut senmie sections of Caibeiis wcities the werke oi 


men Jike Benignt aad i intaisics bey ite 
Modernist group, lave bee ci dsteitiy telitticd ar tener. whihy 
some rather preteniiens edorts cn Carbale sehalarstiyps ail givis 
aliogether undeserved atteidien: bs 
This attitude is mirrire iss se 
pare Maceritsiar isclh ow iia ts, 
to the teachitigs rf osc ; 
One such formula reids Ui preserve Hie, Mideroisny serilved 
forms --ta preserve forins, Latearalisin sacribees FT 

Not a few of the ern reproved ti the? 
in its Compasian tlocsimenl, liv « 7 
also ta be founcl auauw the tls reeling stigniat! 
present Floly Father in vim ffs 
find that, on the subject af Jleaty s 
and the iwelfth ei the theses cundemmed jn dhe faricuhs 
also castigated in the areent eneyelical ct? The sixty steric) praper- 
sition of the Lammeutrlilh cuains ac une that diag 
matic relativism whieit Pope Pins NT] uppases so pawerfally ini lis 
own document2? Jig sixty-feurtth preposi¢ion coidenimed ie the 
Lementabifi maimains that Vhe progress of science denvinds chat 
the concepts of Christian ductefine comeerning Geel Cr ‘ating, Rov- 
elation, the Person af the bacaraaie Word, suid abeat the Redeny- 
tion, be reformed 4 ‘Vhe ffieucal geaetis, ou the other lind, re- 
proves those whan seek to refirnit ar recast Ue concepts en deyed 
in theology and even in dogma. on Hic greunsls that such a pracess 
fag the advauee of the Church?” 


a nls tives te ca 


aients cat tight as | cist 


at 


is Wat Winireserie erdia- 
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fUROVI A, 
phire, the nih, the 


ire 


way exe 


“might he useful in furthe 
Thus, in the QGyanta cre. in the Pesveadi dumiutel yregis, aud 
in the (Tieneai qeucris, Hires Soyere'gu Ventiffs naaned Pins ave 


reproved errors curredt i the dict of religivai in heir savin tines, 


among themselves, that sete of tien folinwed logiweally fren 
others. All of them fiive potted ithe real cul prosimmte danger 
to the Cathotic fiith itself whieh woull inevitably resale fon ae- 
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ceptauce of these false feachings, and all of thea: lace placed ihe 
Gatholic bishops throughout the world on their guard ag L dye, 
The persistent recurrence oc sume errors, in the fare of 1! 
position from ariel condeamation by the visible Head ef the 
niilidaer something cisquicting. Tt is a factor whiivi 
the Sovereign Poutit!s are pursuing an absolurely necess 
when they appeal te the episcopate and ta the henley al 


idat 


Soule 


teachers throughout the world (a join in their etarts fur the puaiiy 
oF the Cathalie faith, Obviously aue of the clisadvant with 
which he Clarrcli has hat to contend during the past centr, has 

cliflren 


been the naive deceptance on the part uf some of its awa 
of the advertising propagaula put forward by purvevers ui ot 
on (herr own behalf and ta support of (etre own Ureses. 

The desire or Jove of novelty, manifesting iiself in an ntruh 
lusary hape on the part of sone men, themselves seecoere ar even 
worse in their capacities as theologians, to blaze uew trails in the 
field of the sacred sciences, has been a persistent occasion of hanna 
With that desire there his vere a 


to the children of the Churel. 
fear m the hearts of others that fidelity to the traditional Cathotic 


teachings and methods wouk! stamp them as autsiders in what 
they fondly imagined to be the most select circles in the world of 
scholarship. Now, as something added to this camdsnation, the 
present Holy Father has noticed and tidicated i misplaced hope 
and an indiscrect zeal fur ecclesiastical unity, a tendency to seck 
unity in the worship of Gad by seas of the relaxation of Cathalic 


dogma, 
All of these factors now constitute evils which the Catholic 


body throughout the world imust avoid and combat in order to 
be faithful to the teachings and the faith of Jesus Clirist 
Joskeu Cercerorp Kes von 
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Answers to Quesnons 


DANCING IN PEL DARIS2) PALC 
Heclesigstenl Re- 


Question: In the ase HCD at Phe cline 
hilo le cairary te the 


whe and qhe Cuited states 


Lidl for a danve arrange! 


the laity fat which he biniseli shot ot be peesentl, Ts mut this 
isto die Crnsistarian | 


“taviter arinunes parurhos ue ah 


decrees of the Flisly 
WW 


opinion contrary 40 the dee 

te the Bishop of Sto Clana. 

servent pracscripta savpins dete circa ehoreas nen pranigverdas ta 
te 


lacis parochialibus 
re It wis 


Answer: The decision which the questioner queates, 
private, does not of itself inipose uy obligation on utliees besides 
Neverthelugs, since it reters: te 


given, 
it possesses, for practical purposes, the 


Jlowever, the question remiins whether 


“praescripta saepins dai” 
iorce Of a public respoise. 


“a priest can be satd to prainefe a cance if he merely allows the 


parish hall to be used for thar purpose, while others make the ar- 
rangements. Beste answers in the affirmative (Jafreductia ia Co- 
dicem [Colegeville, Minn, F9Y44i, 102), asserting that Uke prolu- 
bition to promote and. sporser dienees invofves the obligation to 
exclude then entirely from partsh property, I wonld hesitate to 
say that this conclusion miust necessarily be drawn srom the deci- 
sions of the Holy See. It could be argued that the mere granting 
of perinission to a yrroup of the laity to bold a dance ia the parish 
hall is not equivalent io promoting or sponsortys it. Certainty, 
Many priests in our cvairtry at the preseu day are following this 
latter view. Ido not think their attitude implics disregard for the 
deersions uf the Trty Sev, bat is rather due to a desire to interpret 
these decisions as liberally as pussible, on the yrouiuds that since 
our young folks are going to danee ciywily, 13 betier that they 
do so in circuunstunces where good Catholic persens cau sitpervise 
and chaperoa them than that they go to public dunce hails, where 
It is hardiy nevessary to ac that 


there is po such supervision. 


“if the local Ordinary follows the former view and prolubits the 


use of the parish buildings for dances, his ruling imust be obeyed 


by the priests and the faithfal. 
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